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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

1. Claims 1-5, 8, 11-13 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
Mitchell et al. (US 6,628,304). 

In regard to claim 1, Mitchell et al. disclosed a diagnostic method for performing 
diagnostics in a system adapted to receive modular components comprising: 

a) graphically displaying a hierarchical representation of system components and modular 
add-on components {graphically view a network in real time, fig. 3, 201, col. 13 lines 21-28); 

b) detecting the modular components coupled to the system {detailed view of the regional 
network, fig. 1, 111, col 7 lines 20-43); 

c) dynamically requesting and receiving the electrical control topology and fauU status of 
each coupled modular component {network administrator can select the node in the hierarchy 
having a flashing or highlighted data link, fig, 5, col 13 lines 8-14); and 

d) dynamically integrating the electrical control topology and fault status of each coupled 
modular component into the display of a) {graphically view a network in real time, fig. 3, 201, 
col 13 lines 21-28). 
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In regard to claim 2, Mitchell disclosed a diagnostic method for diagnosing post- 
manufacture modular add-on components coupled to a system, said method comprising: 

a) dynamically retrieving control system topology information not stored at the time of 
manufacture pertaining to a module chosen for a system graphical display (graphically view a 
network in real time, fig, i, 201, col 13 lines 21-28); 

b) via each module, generating diagnostic information about the components of a module 
(detailed view of the regional network, fig, 7, 111, col 7 lines 20-43); 

c) dynamically retrieving module diagnostic information pertaining to a module chosen 
for a system graphical display (network administrator can select the node in the hierarchy 
having a flashing or highlighted data link, fig. 5, col 13 lines 8-14); 

d) hierarchically displaying the component levels of the module chosen for graphical 
display (graphically view a network in real time, fig. 3, 201, col 13 lines 21-28); 

e) providing a link between the component levels (GUI includes a top node and seven 
child node, each child nodes is hierarchically related and couple to the top node, col 8 lines 19- 
35); and 

f) indicating the diagnostic status of a displayed component level (flashing or highlighted 
data link or indicated in red for device with error, col 13 lines 8-14). 

In regard to claim 3, Mitchell et aL disclosed the method of claim 1, wherein a fault 
condition in a component of a module is indicated in the highest hierarchical level pertaining to 
the module (propagate the error condition up to the top level of the hierarchy, fig, 3, col 12 lines 
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In regard to claim 4, Mitchell et al. disclosed the method of claim 1, wherein for all levels 
lower than the highest level, all components of a level are controlled by the immediate highest 
level {at each level, the network administrator can select the node that is linked to the next 
higher node in the hierarchy having a flashing or highlighted data link, col. 13 lines 8-11). 

In regard to claim 5, Mitchell et al. disclosed the method of claim 1, wherein a lower . 
level is displayed by activating a pointer on the immediately higher level {node 211 has its direct 
child nodes as well as its grand-child nodes, col. 11 lines 12-15), 

In regard to claim 8, Mitchell et aL disclosed the method of claim 1, wherein a fault 
condition in a component of a module is indicated by color-coded indicia in the highest 
hierarchical level pertaining to the module {the color of nodes on GUI can be altered 
accordingly, based on the RMON error and on threshold setting in effect, col 13 lines 30-32). 

In regard to claim 11, Mitchell et al. disclosed the method of claim 2, wherein a fault 
condition in a component of a module is indicated in the highest hierarchical level pertaining to 
the module {propagate the error condition up to the top level of the hierarchy, fig. 3, col. 12 lines 
62-67). 
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In regard to claim 12, Mitchell et al disclosed the method of claim 2, wherein for all 
levels lower than the highest level, all components of a level are controlled by the immediate 
highest level {at each level, the network administrator can select the node that is linked to the 
next higher node in the hierarchy having a flashing or highlighted data link, col. 13 lines 8-1 1). 

In regard to claim 13, Mitchell et al. disclosed the method of claim 2, wherein a lower 
level is displayed by activating a pointer on the immediately higher level (node 211 has its direct 
child nodes as well as its grand-child nodes, col. 11 lines 12-15), 

In regard to claim 16, Mitchell et al. disclosed the method of claim 2, wherein a fault 
condition in a component of a module is indicated by color-coded indicia in the highest 
hierarchical level pertaining to the module {the color of nodes on GUI can be altered 
accordingly, based on the RMON error and on threshold setting in effect, col 13 lines 30-32). 

4 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention ,was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 
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1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

2. Claims 6-7, 9-10, 14-15 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mitchell et al. (US 6,628,304) in further view of Igarashi et al. (US 
2003/0061322). 

In regard to claim 6, Mitchell et al. does not teach the method of claim 1, further 
comprising: maintaining a count of each time the fault status of a component in a module 
changes; and displaying said count. 

Igarashi et al. teach the method of network data base control device wherein an 
error count displays a count of errors currently occurring {paragraph 0816). 
Furthermore, Error Information Dialog Box display detailed information on a plurahty of 
errors currently occurring in a device selected by the user {paragraph 0821). 

It would have been obvious to modify the method of Mitchell et al. by adding 
Igarashi et al. method of network data base control device. A person of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of applicant's invention would have been motivated to make the 
modification because it would help managed large-scale complex LAN and large 
mutually interconnected LAN groups {paragraph 0004). 



In regard to claim 7, Mitchell et al. does not teach the method of claim 1, further 
comprising: automatically performing c) and d) at predefined intervals. 
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Igarashi et al. teach the method of network data base control device wherein the 
printer status which occasionally changes over time is monitored and a decision made 
whether or not to automatically update the currently specified sheet information 
{paragraph 0735). 

Refer to claim 6 for motivational statement. 

In regard to claim 9, Mitchell et al. does not teach the method of claim 1, wherein said 
system is an image reproduction system. 

Igarashi et al. teach the method of network data base control device implementing 
a printserver (fig. 1, 108). 

Refer to claim 6 for motivational statement. 

In regard to claim 10, Mitchell et al. does not teach the method of claim 1, wherein said 
system comprises the print engine of an image reproduction machine. 

Igarashi et al. teach the method of network data base control device implementing 
. aprintserver (//^. 7, 705). 

Refer to claim 6 for motivational statement. 



In regard to claim 14, Mitchell et al. does not teach the method of claim 2, further 
comprising: maintaining a count of each time the fault status of a component in a module 
changes; and displaying said count. 
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Igarashi et al. teach the method of network data base control device wherein an 
error count displays a count of errors currently occurring {paragraph 0816). 
Furthermore, Error Information Dialog Box display detailed information on a plurality of 
errors currently occurring in a device selected by the user {paragraph 0821). 

Refer to claim 6 for motivational statement. 

In regard to claim 15, Mitchell et al. does not teach the method of claim 2, further 
comprising: automatically performing a) and f) at predefined intervals. 

Igarashi et al. teach the method of network data base control device wherein the 
printer status which occasionally changes over time is monitored and a decision made 
whether or not to automatically update the currently specified sheet information 
{paragraph 0735). 

Refer to claim 6 for motivational statement. 

In regard to claim 17, Mitchell et al. does not teach the method of claim 2, wherein said 
system is an image reproduction system. 

Igarashi et al. teach the method of network data base control device implementing 
a printserver (/Zg. 7, 108). 

Refer to claim 6 for motivational statement. 



In regard to claim 18, Mitchell et al. does not teach the method of claim 2, wherein said 
system comprises the print engine of an image reproduction machine. 
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Igarashi et al. teach the method of network data base control device implementing 
a printserver {fig. 7, 108), 

Refer to claim 6 for motivational statement. 



disclosure. See PTO 892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Loan Truong whose telephone number is (571) 272-2572. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 8am-4pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Baderman can be reached on (571) 272-3644. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published appUcations 
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applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
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Conclusion 



3. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to appUcant^s 



Loan Truong 
Patent Examiner 
AU2114 




